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Introduction 
 
Over the past decade, the number and rate of individuals imprisoned across all Australian states and 
territories have risen rapidly. In 2019, the Australian prison population was at the highest recorded level 
in history (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2019). Although the national imprisonment rate has decreased 
by 1 per cent during the last 12 months, the number of people awaiting sentencing continues to increase 
(Tubex 2020). During the first couple of months of 2020, the prison populations within separate states had 
reduced. The New South Wales (NSW) prison population declined by around 10 per cent (Chan 2020), and 
similar decreases have been noted in Victoria (Victorian Government Department of Justice and 
Community Safety 2020). However, these reductions are considered minor compared to the overall prison 
population (Human Rights Watch 2020). Further, given the current backlogs in Australian courts due to 
the COVID-19 pandemic, it is predicted that increases in the prison population will occur in the coming 
months (Barns 2020). Australian reincarceration rates, which can offer policymakers a measure of 
whether prison ‘works’, are also concerning. According to the Australian Productivity Commission (2020) 
almost 50 per cent of people exiting prison return within two years, and almost 55 per cent of people 
released from prison return to prison or receive a community corrections order within two years.  
 
People in prison are more likely to show considerably higher rates of mental illness, 
chronic/communicable disease, acquired brain injury and high risk-alcohol and drug use than the general 
population (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare 2019). Many people who return to prison are from 
highly disadvantaged suburbs with little education and few social supports, and most are on short 
sentences, having served their full-term prison sentence on remand for relatively less serious crimes 
(Baldry et al. 2006, 2018). Incarceration itself is a known predictor of reincarceration; the experience of 
incarceration is criminogenic (Baldry et al. 2018). Those on remand tend to have extremely limited access 
to rehabilitation programs. This suggests that people who struggle to navigate the criminal justice system 
and resettle into the community post-release are those most often caught on the prison ‘conveyor belt’ 
(Baldry et al. 2006, 2018; Johns 2017; Schetzer and StreetCare 2013). More effective strategies are 
required for assisting people to limit their contact with the criminal justice system. We argue that this will 
benefit both the people who have spent time in prison and the wider community through the prevention 
of crime, diversion of people away from the criminal justice system and into the appropriate support 
networks, improved rehabilitation assistance for people who are incarcerated or on remand and provision 
of more effective support for those facing challenges resettling into the community post-release.  
 
It is widely acknowledged that ‘good policy’ should be informed by the individuals it most directly affects 
(Arnstein 1969; De’Ath 2018; Holmes 2011; Lancaster et al. 2013; Lenihan and Briggs 2011; Organisation 
for Economic Cooperation and Development [OECD] 2001; Torres 2007).  In recent years, we have seen 
examples of drawing from lived experience in developing health (Australian Commission on Safety and 
Quality in Health Care 2016; De’Ath et al. 2018; Gardner et al. 2016; Salisbury et al. 2010; Wong and 
Haggerty 2013) and disability services (De’Ath et al 2018); however, drawing on the lived experience of 
people who have spent time in prison has received little attention (De’Ath et al. 2018).  This article 
discusses the significance of, and some of the challenges related to, capturing the voices of people who are 
currently serving time in prison or have previously served time in prison. We argue that incorporating 
these perspectives into the policymaking process more formally, through a variety of mechanisms, could 
be an important method for enhancing program responses to the rising incarceration and reincarceration 
rates. Doing so will offer policymakers greater insights into the challenges that people face while 
incarcerated and post-release. By listening to, valuing and including a diversity of voices, policymakers 
will be provided with an expanded set of perspectives for generating newer practice-based knowledge that 
is more closely aligned with user experiences, thereby offering insights into reducing incarceration and 
reincarceration rates.  
 
First, this article examines the literature on incorporating lived experiences into the policy process. This 
includes a discussion of how some people who are serving time in prison or have been released from 
prison are offering important insights into the policymaking process to design and implement programs 
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that focus on rehabilitation during incarceration and post-release. Second, we discuss the diverse ways 
that some Australian individuals who have spent time in prison have contributed to policies by using their 
lived experiences to advocate for change in current Australian criminal justice policies and programs, such 
as those that focus on rehabilitation. Third, the use of routinely collected experience data in other sectors 
and the emerging interest in co-design processes to improve prison programs is considered. This article 
argues that, in light of the limited number of Australian qualitative studies and the absence of any routine 
collection of experience data, advocacy work appears to be the predominant method for people who have 
spent time in prison to influence Australian criminal justice policies. Lastly, recommendations are made 
for policymakers working in the design of rehabilitation policies and programs to encourage better 
collaborations for including the perspectives of people who have been or are currently in prison.  
 
While we recognise that effective policies must span multiple facets of prevention, in-prison program 
development and post-release support, we focus on how the voices of people who have spent time in 
prison might be used; that is, to inform the development of post-release support programs through the 
continued support of advocacy programs and research as well as through experimentation with other 
mechanisms, such as co-design processes and the use of experience data to support system-level 
performance monitoring and improvement processes. Together, these may help to assess the extent to 
which the policy objectives for rehabilitation and other predictors of reincarceration are being met and 
how programs might be improved. 
 
The Importance of Lived Experience in the Policy Process 
 
The concept that policies should be informed by the people they most directly affect is an important 
consideration for policy development (Lancaster et al. 2013; OECD 2001). Participation in policy 
development is regarded as a principle of good governance (Arnstein 1969; Blomkamp 2018; De'Ath et al. 
2018; OECD 2001; Torres 2007) that can achieve several goals, including building trust and increasing 
legitimacy in the policy process (Lancaster et al. 2013). De’Ath (2018) noted that it is now over 40 years 
since Arnstein (1969: 216) argued the importance of engaging marginalised populations in the 
development of policies that directly affect them (Arnstein 1969; De’Ath et al. 2018: 77). More recently, 
claims continue to be made about the need for, and benefits of, co-design in the public sector to improve 
public policies and government services (Commonwealth of Australia 2017; Holmes 2011; Lenihan and 
Briggs 2011). Co-design is generally understood as a method for enabling or empowering the people who 
are affected by a particular policy problem to be involved in finding a solution (Blomkamp 2018: 731). 
Blomkamp (2018) argued that the policy design process should involve a range of individuals, such as 
citizens, stakeholders, professionals and experts. This collaboration can result in the improved 
identification of problems and the solutions required to address them. Importantly, Blomkamp (2018) also 
emphasised that one of the principles of co-design is that policies should be designed by people with lived 
experiences.  
 
As acknowledged by McIntosh and Wright (2019), there has been a tendency towards using the term ‘lived 
experience’ with little guidance as to what it might mean within the policy context. McIntosh and Wright 
(2019) explored the concept of lived experience by examining a range of theoretical and methodological 
traditions, such as anthropology, political science and sociology and reviewing literature through these 
lenses. They concluded that lived experience approaches are important because they provide insights into 
the 'shared typical' experience (McIntosh and Wright 2019: 463). Within social policy, lived experience 
has been used in a range of research contexts to emphasise the value of understanding, and appreciating, 
individual experiences (Garthwaite 2015; Neale 2015; Neale et al. 2015; McIntosh and Wright 2019; Miller 
et al. 2018; Patrick 2014; Wright 2016). Blomkamp (2018) and others (Howlett and Migone 2013; Manzini 
2015; Roggema 2014) argued that the inclusion of lived experience in the policy process is important for 
two reasons. First, it can add value to the policy problems identified and solutions generated, and second, 
it can combine local knowledge with that of professional experts, such as government policymakers.  
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Within the social policy sector, recent examples of the value of incorporating lived experience into the 
policy process have compared the lived experiences of benefit recipients with, as the authors argued, 
inaccurate policy narratives and inappropriate policy responses (Garthwaite 2014; Shildrick et al. 2012; 
Wright 2016). For example, Garthwaite (2014) presented qualitative data from interviews with 25 long-
term sickness benefit recipients in the United Kingdom (UK). Garthwaite (2014) showed the importance 
of listening to narratives based on real-life experiences because it can provide a means of challenging the 
often negative stereotypes of welfare recipients around which policies are sometimes designed. The 
findings also illustrated that the stigma associated with the policy itself (claiming benefits) deterred 
individuals from accessing the support they needed, which resulted in under-claiming and other 
consequences. More recently, Miller et al. (2018) interviewed 26 people with a history of problem 
gambling in Australia. This study identified the importance of considering their experiences when 
designing and implementing public health policies that focus on gambling reduction. Miller et al. (2018: 5) 
showed how previous policy approaches tended to present gambling as ‘safe’ and ‘entertaining’; however, 
people with a history of problem gambling perceived it as ‘risky’ and ‘harmful’. Their findings have led to 
policies that focus on reducing this harm, such as limiting access and making gambling products safer by 
reducing the maximum bets on gambling machines (Miller et al. 2018).  
 
As shown by De’Ath et al. (2018: 78), the most significant developments in incorporating the lived 
experience of individuals in Australia have been in the health, disability and mental health sectors. They 
discussed the significance of the 2017 National Safety and Quality Health Service Standards which provide 
guidance on ‘person-centred healthcare systems’ (Australian Commission on Safety and Quality in Health 
Care 2016: 33) and the need to involve (not just consult with) consumers and patients and members of the 
community in the ‘design, evaluation and governance’ of healthcare services (De’Ath et al. 2018: 78; 
Australian Commission on Safety and Quality in Health Care 2016: 33). Internationally, the inclusion of 
patient experience information is considered essential for improving the quality of services, stimulating 
innovation in the design and delivery of health care and building accountability among providers and 
policymakers for providing care that is responsive to patient needs (Wong and Haggerty 2013). 
Additionally, patient perspectives on care are used to assess the performance of health services at the 
individual, service and system levels (Salisbury et al. 2010).  
 
At the individual level, the routine collection of experience information is required in several different 
accreditation processes. For example, recent standards in primary care encouraged the use of this data for 
ongoing quality improvement processes (Sibthorpe et al. 2016). Data is increasingly being aggregated at 
the population level to assess the quality of services and feed into system-level performance 
measurements against policy goals (Gardner et al. 2018). These measures can assess the quality of the care 
delivered (outputs) and the effect of these on a range of clinical factors (outcomes). However, they can also 
incorporate direct evaluations of patient satisfaction and experiences of the care received and/or the 
extent to which the services enable the clients to manage their health.  
 
The use of patient stories and narratives collected through interviews, websites or other means is also 
gaining international momentum for use in quality improvement activities (Wong and Haggerty 2013). 
Websites on which patients share their healthcare experiences through comments, stories and discussion 
forums are a recognised source (see Care Opinion n.d.). One strength of narrative approaches is the 
extensive level of detail and descriptive information they generate that can provide useful inputs into 
service and policy improvement processes (Wong and Haggerty 2013). However, the resources required 
for collecting and analysing such data may be considerable, and the findings may be difficult to generalise 
across settings or to quantify.  
 
More recent developments in incorporating lived experiences into policy are emerging in co-design 
processes for the health, environment and social care sectors. Co-design is considered an important 
method for generating knowledge to support improvements in the delivery of services and create more 
suitably aligned services for user needs, particularly in areas of complex and contested policy (Webb et al. 
2018). A variety of models are emerging, including those that seek to engage service user experiences in 
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the program design process (Greenhalgh et al. 2016; West 2019). While not yet widely applied in the 
criminal justice system, examples do exist. A recent pilot project in Los Angeles engaged people returning 
to the community from prison together with providers of health, social and justice services to identify 
priority areas for improvement, test promising ideas in service delivery and assess the feasibility of using 
the co-design process in other jurisdictions (Mendel et al. 2019). The results of this project are not yet 
available. 
 
Lived Experience in the Criminal Justice System 
As acknowledged by De’Ath et al. (2018: 77), despite considerable developments in the social and health 
sector, opportunities for Australian individuals with lived experience in the criminal justice sector, 
(including people currently serving and who have spent time in prison, their families and victims of crime) 
to influence policy in the criminal justice system have been negligible (De’Ath et al. 2018: 77). An important 
review of previous research on insights of the lived experiences of people in the criminal justice system, 
conducted by De’Ath et al. (2018) drew from previous studies in the  UK which argued  there needs to be 
a shift from viewing people in prison as ‘passive recipients of punishment’ (Weaver 2011: 1052) to being 
‘active participants’ (Weaver 2011: 1052) who should have a voice in their own rehabilitation and even 
punishment (Weaver 2011). However, the authors also note a number of challenges including that 
members of the wider community can have negative perceptions of people in prison and/or those who 
have served time in prison. Members of the community can see people in prison as ‘perpetrators’ who have 
made ‘bad choices’, rather than seeing them as people who might need access to therapeutic programs to 
address their reasons for offending in the first place (De’Ath et al. 2018: 78; Weaver, 2011; Weaver and 
Weaver, 2016). By drawing from Weaver (2011), De’Ath et al. (2018: 78) argued that it is these negative 
perceptions which can present challenges in accepting the participation of people with lived experience in 
the criminal justice system. 
 
De’Ath et al. (2018: 81) points to one of the few studies  incorporating lived experience in policy, LeBel et 
al. (2015) who found that people who have spent time in prison who are employed in mentoring roles 
post-release are supportive of helping others upon release and also of advocacy work, such as changing 
how people in prison are perceived by the wider community (LeBel et al. 2015: 116). A more recent study 
by Heidemann et al. (2016) found that a peer support program for women who had spent time in US 
prisons benefited both ‘mentees’ and ‘mentors’ as it provided opportunities to ‘give back’ and help others 
navigate the post-release experience (Heidemann et al. 2016: 19). 
 
An important Australian study highlighted the importance of involving people with experiences in the 
criminal justice system in programs that affect them (Seppings 2015). From visiting a range of agencies 
and jails in the UK, the US, Ireland and Sweden, Seppings found that programs using the experiences of 
reformed individuals who have spent time in prison to model behaviour for inmates were highly effective. 
In the Merseyside Offender Mentoring project in the UK, 90 per cent of participants in the program stopped 
or reduced their offending behaviour. The key benefit of the project was that people in prison and those 
released from prison could relate to one another and find help when resettling into the community 
(Seppings 2015). Another international program is the Straight to Work project, which employs people 
who have spent time in prison as peer advisors for people who have been recently released from prison; 
an evaluation found that the program reduced reoffending by 40 per cent (Frontier Economics 2010; 
Weaver and Lightowler 2012).  
 
In Australia, the Queensland-based group, Sisters Inside, which employs people with lived prison 
experiences, delivers programs to women in prison and advocates for their needs post-release (Sisters 
Inside 2020). The Australian Red Cross has also brought together people currently serving a prison 
sentence, prison staff and Australian Red Cross volunteers to implement a range of health, safety and 
wellbeing programs across four Australian prisons. For example, in the Townsville Correctional Centre, 
the Sisters for Change program started in 2019. After 12 months, there were many positive changes, such 
as improved relationships with custodial officers and the prison population reporting that the prison was 
safer than before the program started (Australian Red Cross n.d.). However, as acknowledged by Loeffler 
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and Bovaird (2020), further studies are needed to fully understand the effect of such programs on the 
criminal justice system.  
 
Inclusion of Service User Experience in Administrative Data Collections  
As previously discussed, user experience has also been incorporated into the development of performance 
frameworks that assess the quality of programs and their effect on achieving policy objectives, such as 
reducing reoffending rates and improving community safety in Australia. However, service user 
experience surveys, such as those used in the health sector, are not routinely administered among prisoner 
populations or users of post-release programs in Australia. Examples of service experience surveys for 
people currently serving time in prison have been noted in reports prepared by the state- and territory-
based inspectors of correctional services (ACT Inspector of Correctional Services 2019; Bingham 2012; 
Western Australian Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services 2014; Queensland Productivity 
Commission 2019). For example, during 2019, the ACT Inspector of Correctional Services distributed 
surveys to incarcerated people for the first Healthy Prison Review of the Alexander Maconochie Centre. The 
review analysed the treatment and care of individuals in this custodial environment by asking them about 
the conditions, such as the accommodation, educational and rehabilitation programs and medical services 
(ACT Inspector of Correctional Services 2019). The insights provided by these participants and other 
relevant stakeholders influenced the 73 recommendations provided in the final report (ACT Inspector of 
Correctional Services 2019). However, it can be argued that surveys designed and delivered by corrective 
service departments and/or ombudsmen may not always provide accurate information about the 
experiences of people serving time.  
 
The value of learning from people who have lived experiences in the criminal justice system was recently 
emphasised by the Australian-based After Prison Network (Graffam et al. 2019). During 2019, the 
Repurposing Prison and Resourcing Communities for a Safer Australia report provided insights from people 
with ‘direct experience and knowledge of the criminal justice systems in Australia’ (Graffam et al. 2019: 
6). It was concluded that:  
 
former prisoners who have turned their lives around … are living ‘bridges’ between the ‘inside’ 
and the ‘outside’ and have very valuable insights. Many reformed prisoners can serve as peer 
mentors and role models to people in prison … They can also serve as advisors to prison 
officials on structures, programs and practices that promote reformation as well as advising 
community services providers on the needs of former prisoners and how to best support them. 
(Graffam et al. 2019: 25) 
 
This article will now examine the methods for incorporating the experiences of people who are currently 
serving or have served time in Australian prisons into the Australian policy design process. The discussion 
focusses on Australian qualitative research projects, convict criminology and advocacy work, which each 
present a range of challenges. In Australia, we argue that advocacy work appears to be the predominant 
way in which people who are currently serving time and/or have served time in prison engage with the 
policy process. Historically men have been more vocal than women; however, more recently, women and 
non-cisgendered have been voicing their concerns about the criminal justice system and there now 
appears to be a shared platform. We argue that by listening to and acknowledging the voices of people 
with lived experiences, policymakers will be better equipped to design policies and programs that address 
incarceration and reincarceration rates. We acknowledge that there can be political challenges in valuing 
these voices. However, as argued by Sarre (2011), the first step in addressing the politicisation of crime is 
ensuring that all citizens, including people in prison and those who have served time, are better informed 
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Encouraging the Voices of People Who Have Spent Time in Prison  
 
Qualitative Research 
People who have spent time in prison can share their lived experiences to influence policy through 
participation in qualitative research projects. However, in Australia, there has been a limited range of 
research or collaborative projects that have used a qualitative research design to investigate the 
experiences of people following their release from prison (Baldry et al. 2003, 2018; Cherney and Fitzgerald 
2016; Doyle et al. 2020; Griffiths et al. 2017; Johns 2017; Schetzer and StreetCare 2013; Segrave and 
Carlton 2010). Baldry et al. (2003) conducted one of the most influential studies in this field, which 
interviewed individuals pre- and post-release in a longitudinal study to investigate housing and 
integration post-release. Their findings emphasised the importance of secure housing in reducing 
recidivism because the participants were more likely to stay out of prison if they were living with their 
parents, close family or partner; had employment or were studying; or had contact with and support from 
helpful agencies post-release. However, because most of the participants did not have family or friends, 
the arrangements quickly deteriorated and loneliness was a common experience. More recently, the 2018 
study by Baldry et al. used a qualitative approach to investigate the experiences of people exiting prison 
with finding and keeping employment. The participants reported on their lack of education, limited 
employment skills and difficulties in transferring their skills gained in prison to employment after release. 
Baldry et al. advocated the importance of ‘basing future policy and development on evidence-based 
practice’ (2018: 2). 
 
One reason for the limited number of Australian qualitative research studies focusing on individual 
experiences post-release relates to the specific logistical challenges that qualitative researchers can 
encounter when capturing the experiences and insights of people exiting prison (Baldry et al. 2003, 2018; 
Cherney and Fitzgerald 2016; Doyle 2019; Johns 2017; Segrave and Carlton 2010; Willis 2005). Baldry et 
al. (2003) acknowledged the difficulties in recruitment because people leaving prison may have no formal 
reporting requirements and usually want to avoid bureaucratic control. Johns (2017: 111) emphasised 
that ‘flexibility, tenacity and respect … were required to locate, make contact and meet with participants’.  
 
A challenge in recruiting and interviewing individuals upon release from prison relates to the ethical issues 
that researchers need to consider, given the institutional and societal characteristics of this group (Willis 
2005). Relevant human research ethics committees will provide researchers with guidelines and 
processes for conducting their research. As argued by Macintyre (2014), ethics committees may assume 
that ‘good research’ is impersonal and therefore, requires an objective relationship on the part of the 
researcher. However, this is incompatible with the trust and rapport that qualitative researchers need to 
build with participants, especially with people exiting prison (Bell 2014). For example, Johns (2017) 
conducted face-to-face interviews with 12 people who had spent time in prison in Victoria. They found 
that assuring the confidentiality and anonymity of the participants’ and their responses was critical to 
establishing trust (Johns 2017). Wynn and Israel (2018) highlighted that providing consent via written 
consent forms can turn collaborative relationships into a formality. Written consent forms may also 
present some challenges for protecting the confidentiality and privacy of people in prison (Abbott et al. 
2018). To mitigate this, some Australian human research ethics committees provide scripts for 
participants to give their verbal consent when written consent is not feasible or appropriate (see 
University of New South Wales n.d.).  
 
Convict Criminology 
The emergence of convict criminology began with John Irwin, who served a five-year prison sentence in 
the US during the 1950s. From the late 1960s, he worked as a professor at the US-based university, the San 
Francisco State University, where he used his own experience of incarceration to challenge what he 
interpreted as orthodox thinking related to prison culture (Newbold et al. 2010). Since the early 2000s, 
convict criminology has focused on a range of areas, including research, writing, teaching and conference 
presentations, informing public opinion and policy, supporting people who may be studying in prison and 
supporting former prison colleagues (Newbold et al. 2010). Recent international publications in convict 
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criminology include Convict Criminology: Inside and Out (Earle 2017), Prisoners on Criminology: Convict 
Life Stories and Crime Prevention (Tregea 2014) and Beyond Bars: Rejoining Society After Prison (Ross and 
Richards 2009). These publications highlight the continuing importance of ‘insider’ perspectives in the 
criminology debate.  
 
While internationally, convict criminology has made significant inroads, the same has not yet occurred in 
Australia. We argue there are concerns about using ‘convict’ criminology in the Australian context given 
Australia’s history of colonisation. There has been a small number of Australians who have served prison 
sentences and then proceeded to university studies (Newbold 2017). Anu Singh is an Australian convict 
criminologist who served a 10-year sentence in the 1990s. Since her release, she has completed a doctorate 
thesis that focused on the major pathways that lead women to commit crimes by drawing on interviews 
with women serving time (Singh 2016). Another individual active in the field of Australian convict 
criminology is Craig Minogue. Minogue has been serving time in life imprisonment since 1986, despite 
appeals to the High Court to overturn his sentence (Byrne 2019). While incarcerated, Minogue completed 
a Bachelor of Arts (Honours), was awarded his PhD in 2012 and has published in academic journals on a 
range of issues concerning people in prison, such as human rights (see Minogue 2000), access to 
educational programs (see Minogue 1999) and strip-searching (see Minogue 2005). Kerry Tucker and 
Lukas Carey are also active in the Australian convict criminology discipline (Carey cited in Zaglas 2020; 
Silvester 2019a; Tucker and Henderson 2018). During 2020, two Australian academics (who had never 
been in prison) and one formerly-imprisoned non-academic chose to amalgamate and anonymise their 
identities. Based on their academic and lived experiences, they published their commentary on the need 
for changes to the Australian criminal justice system (DEDICA-20 2020). 
 
Australian Advocates 
Historically, people in Australian prisons were considered ‘rightless objects’ who struggled to have their 
voices heard and acknowledged (Loeffler and Bovaird 2020: 26). As the below discussion shows, the 
highpoint of advocacy for people in prison and those who have spent time in prison was in the late 1970s 
and early 1980s when groups such as the Prisoner’s Action Group (PAG) and Women Behind Bars were 
established. These groups were formed by people who had spent time in prison, notably, Tony Green and 
Wendy Bason, and aimed to advocate for the rights of people in prison, decriminalisation and speaking out 
against prison officer violence and police corruption (Justice Action n.d.). The PAG established Glebe House 
as a halfway house for men exiting prison, advocating for, and supporting men released from prison and 
continues to provide this service in 2021 (Glebe House n.d.). 
 
Another influential individual during the 1970s and 1980s was Brett Collins, who fought for the rights of 
inmates during his prison sentence. Following his release, Collins co-founded the advocacy group Justice 
Action and, more recently, the Community Justice Coalition (Community Justice Coalition 2020). During 
this time, Bernie Matthews and Ray Denning were also influential in highlighting the often terrible prison 
conditions, including physical abuse from prison officers, and advocating for reform of the criminal justice 
system (see Denning 1982; Matthews 2006). Some of the advocacy work of these early advocates included 
their involvement in calling for and providing submissions to the 1976–77–78 Parliament of NSW Report 
of the Royal Commission into NSW Prisons: Volumes I, II, and III (the Nagle Royal Commission). The Nagle 
Royal Commission was established following a series of violent incidents in NSW prisons throughout the 
1970s, such as the protests by inmates at Bathurst Gaol that were followed by a violent retaliation from 
the prison officers (known as the ‘Bathurst Batterings’). There were also reports of violence by officers at 
the Grafton Gaol and the Katingal Special Security Unit at the Long Bay Prison Unit (Nagle 1978).  
 
Throughout the 1970s, the PAG, Women Behind Bars and other Australian prison advocacy groups, such 
as the Victorian Prisoners Action Committee and the Prisoners Action Committee (Western Australia), 
published extensively in the Alternative Criminology Journal calling for reforms to prison conditions and 
highlighting the lack of support for people being released from prison (see Millane 1976; York 1975; WBB 
Collective 1977). Other important publications during this time included The State of the Prison: A Critique 
of Reform (Findlay 1982), Wilful Obstruction: The Frustration of Prison Reform (Vinson 1982) and The 
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Prison Struggle: Changing Australia’s Penal System (Zdenkowski and Brown 1982), which focused on the 
challenges of establishing the Nagle Royal Commission and implementing the recommendations. Another 
influential advocate is Tim Anderson, who was convicted and then acquitted for the Sydney Hilton Hotel 
bombing (Anderson 1992). Anderson advocated to reform the rights of people in prison and published 
Inside Outlaws (1989) and Take Two: The Criminal Justice System Revisited (1992).  
 
More recently, advocacy work has focused on highlighting the marginality of people upon release from 
prison and proposing alternative criminal justice models. Debbie Kilroy, who was sentenced to six years 
imprisonment during the 1980s has since become one of Australia’s leading advocates for protecting the 
human rights of women and children by opposing the use of prisons and other systems of social control in 
response to crime and social issues (Sisters Inside 2020; Taylor and Griffiths 2019). During 1992, Kilroy 
established Sisters Inside as an organisation run by women with lived prison experiences that advocates 
for the human rights of women in the criminal justice system (Chenery 2019; Sisters Inside 2020). Kilroy 
was awarded the Order of Australia Medal for services to the community in 2003 for her work with women 
in prison, and during 2016, she was appointed to the Queensland Sentencing Advisory Council (Robertson 
2017). Kat Armstrong, who spent time in a NSW prison, was inspired by the work of Kilroy to create the 
Women in Prison Advocacy Network in NSW. The Women in Prison Advocacy Network has been 
rebranded as the Women’s Justice Network (WJN) and provides support, via mentoring and advocacy, to 
women affected by the criminal justice system; it requires that 50 per cent of the Board be people who 
have spent time in prison (Justice Action 2018; WJN n.d.). More recently, Armstrong has stepped down 
from being the director of the organisation (Justice Action 2020).  
 
Simon Fenech spent 12 months in prison and was a mentor for Straight Talking, a pilot program that was 
run inside a Victorian prison connecting people who have had time in prison (mentors) with those who 
are currently serving time and/or have been recently released (mentees) (Silvester 2019b). The program 
has been considered successful because none of the 14 mentees returned to prison (Silvester 2019b). 
Fenech is also employed by Fruit2Work, a social enterprise run by people who have spent time in prison 
(Capone 2019; Social Traders n.d.). Fenech published Breaking Good, where he discussed both his time in 
prison and the challenges that he faced post-release to provide further insight into prisoner and post-
release experiences (Fenech 2020). An Indigenous Australian, Keenan Mundine, who spent 15 years in and 
out of the criminal justice system, co-founded the Deadly Connections Community and Justice Services 
after leaving prison (Deadly Connections 2020). This is an Aboriginal community led organisation that 
aims to break the cycle of disadvantage and involvement with the criminal justice system and puts ‘true 
lived experience at the centre of their work’ (Deadly Connections 2020, para 3). By drawing from his own 
experience with the criminal justice system, Mundine has recently advocated for the Raise the Age 
campaign to raise the age of criminal responsibility in Australia (Thorpe 2020). An important Indigenous 
elder is Jack Charles, who, from around 1975 to 2006, was imprisoned on 22 separate occasions (Carter 
2016). During 2016, Charles spoke of the importance of people with lived experiences providing insights 
to reduce reincarceration rates when he said:  
 
Sometimes you need a bloke like me with lived experience … I’m a poster boy of somebody who 
took themselves more seriously… I had that inherent obligation as a self-proclaimed elder of 
the Boonwurrung people to share the journey and showcase that there is a life beyond drugs, 
jail time and mental disability. (quoted in Carter 2016: 1) 
 
Advocacy Organisations 
There is a range of Australian organisations that work with people who are currently serving time and/or 
have recently exited prison. These organisations lobby for system reforms that embrace less punitive and 
more compassionate approaches. For example, Sisters Inside have hosted conferences for policy 
discussions regarding prison abolition and alternative justice approaches (Sisters Inside 2020). The WJN 
advocates to improve the criminal justice system and delivers evidence-based practical mentoring 
programs that provide social support and engage women in the community and those vulnerable to 
reoffending to make decisions that positively contribute to the community (WJN n.d.). The After Prison 
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Network connects people with lived experiences, policymakers, practitioners, corrections staff, and 
academics (Graffam et al. 2019). For the past 15 years, they have held a yearly conference, the 
Reintegration Puzzle, which includes a continuing theme on the role that people with lived experiences of 
prison can play in changing systems (Graffam et al. 2019). At the 2019 conference, Reane ‘Rocket’ 
Bretherton, who has Noongar heritage and has been in and out of prison for most of her life, presented on 
the challenges she faced with returning to the community (Cooper and Bretherton 2019). Other people 
who had spent time in prison also presented at the 2019 conference (Lloyd 2019). 
 
While other prisoner and former prisoner advocacy organisations do exist, the ones discussed in this 
article are those that actively encourage people with lived experiences to sit on their boards and/or 
provide insight into the design and delivery of programs. Other Australian organisations focus on the 
importance of providing people who are currently serving time in or have exited prison with a voice on 
radio programs. For example, every year, during National Aborigines and Islanders Day Observance 
Committee (NAIDOC) week, 3CR presents Beyond the Bars; a live prison radio show featuring the stories, 
poems, and opinions of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in the Victorian prison system (3CR 
2019). Inmates at the West Kimberley Regional Prison have a weekly radio show that teaches people in 
prison confidence and media skills (Bamford 2018). Another radio program, Jailbreak, gives a voice to 
inmates, their families and friends. It provides information on criminal, prison and health issues and 
connects those in prison to the community through their music, poetry, views and health messages 
(Community Restorative Centre n.d.). Other radio programs in Australian prisons include Radio Seeds, the 
Prison Show, Doin’ Time and Locked In (Prisoner Radio 2020). During February 2020, Birds Eye View 
became the first Australian podcast made by women at the Darwin Correctional Centre. One of the 
‘storytellers’ was Bretherton, who stated that her involvement in the project was about ‘finding [her] voice 
for speaking up for women who can’t speak up for themselves’ (Birds Eye View n.d.; Moldovan and Trumpf 
2020: para 20).  
 
More recently, Debbie Kilroy and Tabitha Lean, both Australian women who have spent time in prison, 
announced the establishment of a service-user-only organisation for inserting the voice and lived 
experiences of people who have spent time in prison into policy processes (Lean and Kilroy 2020). The 
development signifies a growing urgency for more compassionate policies that are mature and inclusive 
enough to listen to the ‘sharp and critical’ edge that only service users can provide (McIntosh and Wright 
2019: 465), which are arguably needed to overcome policy failures in reducing recidivism and supporting 
post-release experiences.  
 
Co-Design in the Australian Criminal Justice System 
There are only a few examples of co-design in the criminal justice system. The one Australian example is a 
project commissioned by the Victorian Koori Justice Unit and led by the Aboriginal community with 
support from the Australian Centre for Social Innovation (The Australian Centre of Social Innovation n.d.). 
This project is following a four-stage process to design, prototype and test an initiative to shift Aboriginal 
over-representation within the Victorian criminal justice system with a specific focus on crime prevention. 
This project aims to pave the way to an Aboriginal self-determined justice system (The Australian Centre 
of Social Innovation n.d.). While the project is not directly addressing post-release support, the co-design 
model might signal a new approach to involving service users and other stakeholders in developing 
program initiatives in complex policy settings. It is only through listening to the lived experiences of 
service users that policies can gain a unique critique and standpoint; ‘a window into the typical’ experience 




Good policies should be informed by the individuals that they most directly affect and participation in the 
policy process is regarded as a principle of good governance (Arnstein 1969; Holmes 2011; Lancaster et 
al. 2013; Lenihan and Briggs 2011; OECD 2001; Torres 2007). Within health and social policy, the inclusion 
of user perspectives and lived experiences in routine administrative data collection and through research 
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and policy co-design processes recognises the value of subjective experiences in improving policy 
responses and the quality of services. However, this shift has not yet been noted in the criminal justice 
system, specifically concerning the experiences of people who are currently serving time or have been 
released from prison. The limited amount of qualitative research undertaken in this field demonstrates 
that people who are serving time in prison and those who have been released have valuable insights into 
the best methods for supporting individuals who are exiting prison and resettling into the community.  
 
Therefore, this article proposes that governments invest in and more formally support an enhanced role 
for involving people who are currently and have previously served time in prison in the policy process, 
just as they do for other populations of service users. This involves recognising their unique contributions 
and providing enhanced support to participate in the policy process, both through existing mechanisms, 
such as advocacy organisations and qualitative research projects as described in this article, and emerging 
innovations, including co-design and the routine use of experience data in program improvement 
activities. While we recognise that the success of such initiatives has not yet been determined in other 
sectors and implementation into the criminal justice policy process is largely uncharted, interest is 
growing in other complex policy areas, and methods are developing rapidly. In light of the slow progress 
and long history of advocating for the human rights of people in prison and those resettling into the 
community, the addition of new ideas and processes that complement those already in existence seems 
warranted. 
 
The data that is collected through these different mechanisms should inform the development and 
improvement of program strategies. It should also be used at a policy level to test new ideas and provide 
evidence-informed programs aimed at reducing reincarceration rates. Routine real-time data collections 
could uncover differences and commonalities between groups in the prisoner populations, track changes 
in needs over time, identify emerging issues and help to determine if programs are achieving policy goals 
and identified outcomes. The formation of advocate/researcher alliances should be encouraged to support 
different research collaborations and methods as well as peer-based networks and co-design processes 
that support the voices of people who have served time in prison in the policy process. This will involve 
financial investment to ensure that the networks are supported and that the participants are remunerated 
for contributing their expertise. Feedback from the policy sector to communities of interest will also be 
important to ensure accountability for outcomes. A shift in mindset from a punishment to human rights 
paradigm and a commitment to integrated policy responses will be needed to address the plethora of 
issues in relation to housing, unemployment and social connectedness that individuals encounter when 




Correspondence: Caroline Doyle, Lecturer, School of Business, The University of New South Wales, 






3CR (2019) Beyond the Bars CD Launch. https://www.3cr.org.au/beyondthebars 
Abbott P, DiGiacomo M, Magin P and Hu W (2018) A scoping review of qualitative research methods used with 
people in prison. International Journal of Qualitative Methods 17(1): 1-15. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1609406918803824 
 ACT Inspector of Correctional Services (2019) Healthy prison review of the Alexander Maconochie Centre 2019. 
Canberra: ACT Inspector of Correctional Services. 
https://www.parliament.act.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/1455893/ACT-Inspector-of-Correctional-
Services-Healthy-Prison-Review-of-the-Alexander-Maconochie-Centre-2019.pdf 
Anderson T (1989) Inside Outlaws: A Prison Diary. NSW: Redfern Legal Centre Publishing.  
Anderson T (1992) Take Two: The Criminal Justice System Revisited. Sydney: Bantam.   
Caroline Doyle, Karen Gardner, Karen Wells: The Importance of Incorporating Lived Experience … 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           94 
                                               IJCJSD 10(2) 2021 
   
Arnstein SR (1969) A ladder of citizen participation. Journal of the American Institute of Planners 35(4): 216-224. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01944366908977225 
Australian Bureau of Statistics (2019) 4517.0 - Prisoners in Australia, 2019. 
https://www.abs.gov.au/ausstats/abs@.nsf/exnote/4517.0  
Australian Commission on Safety and Quality in Health Care (2017) Annual Report 2016-17. Sydney: ACSQHC. 
https://www.safetyandquality.gov.au/sites/default/files/migrated/Annual-Report-2016-2017.pdf 
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare (2019) The health of Australia’s prisoners 2018. Canberra: AIHW. 
https://www.aihw.gov.au/getmedia/2e92f007-453d-48a1-9c6b-4c9531cf0371/aihw-phe-
246.pdf.aspx?inline=true 
Australian Productivity Commission. 2020. Report on Government Services 2020. 
https://www.pc.gov.au/research/ongoing/report-on-government-services/2020/justice  
Australian Red Cross (n.d.) Community based health and first aid in action: Sisters for Change at Townsville Women’s 
Correctional Centre. https://www.redcross.org.au/getmedia/06f20352-bb92-4e1c-be34-
b2827459d531/CBHFA-Summary-Report-A4-4pp-Final.pdf.aspx  
Baldry E, Bright D, Cale J, Day A, Dowse L, Giles M, Hardcastle L, Graffam J, McGillivray J, Newton D, Rowe S, and 
Wodak J (2018) A future beyond the wall: Improving post-release employment outcomes for people leaving prison. 
Final Report. Sydney: UNSW Sydney. http://doi.org/10.26190/5b4fd2de5cfb4  
Baldry E, McDonnell D, Maplestone P and Peeters M (2003) Ex-prisoners and accommodation: What bearing do 
different forms of housing have on social reintegration. AHURI Final Report No. 46. Melbourne: Australian 
Housing and Urban Research Institute Limited. https://www.ahuri.edu.au/research/final-reports/46  
Baldry E, McDonnell D, Maplestone P and Peeters M (2006) Ex-prisoners, homelessness and the state in Australia. 
Australian & New Zealand Journal of Criminology 39(1): 20-33. https://doi.org/10.1375/acri.39.1.20 
Bamford M (2018) Prison radio show turns inmates into popular Australia-wide presenters. ABC News, 9 June. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2018-06-09/inmates-turn-presenters-for-australias-hit-prison-radio-
show/9840934 
Barns G (2020) Victoria’s criminal courts are critically backlogged. This is how we can speed up justice. The 
Conversation, 6 October. https://theconversation.com/victorias-criminal-courts-are-critically-backlogged-this-
is-how-we-can-speed-up-justice-146761  
Bell K (2014) Resisting commensurability: Against informed consent as an anthropological virtue. American 
Anthropologist 116(3): 511-522. https://doi.org/10.1111/aman.12122 
Bingham R (2012) Ombudsman SA: An audit of prisoner complaint handling in the South Australian Department for 
Correctional Services. https://www.ombudsman.sa.gov.au/wp 
content/uploads/correctional_services_audit_2012.pdf  
Birds Eye View (n.d.) About. https://www.birdseyeviewpodcast.net/about 
Blomkamp E (2018) The promise of co‐design for public policy. Australian Journal of Public Administration 77(4): 
729-743. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8500.12310 
Byrne E (2019) Russell Street bomber Craig Minogue loses high court bid for freedom. ABC News, 11 September. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2019-09-11/russell-street-bomber-craig-minogue-high-court-ruling/11498944  
Capone A (2019) Fruits of their effort. Star Weekly, 11 June. https://wyndham.starweekly.com.au/news/fruits-of-
their-effort/ 
Care Opinion (n.d.) Home. https://www.careopinion.org.au/  
Carter JS (2016) Uncle Jack Charles goes back to prison. ABC News, 13 September. 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-09-13/uncle-jack-charles-goes-back-toprison/7837136  
Chan N (2020) The impact of COVID-19 measures on the NSW adult prison population (Bureau Brief No. 149). Sydney: 
NSW Bureau of Crime Statistics and Research. https://www.bocsar.nsw.gov.au/Publications/BB/BB149-The-
impact-of-COVID-19-measures-on-the-NSW-adult-prison-population.pdf  
Chenery S (2019) Women in prison: ‘It took six months of anguish to get my child’. The Guardian, 23 February. 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2019/feb/24/women-in-prison-it-took-six-months-of-anguish-
to-get-my-child 
Cherney A and Fitzgerald R (2016) Finding and keeping a job: The value and meaning of employment for parolees. 
International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative Criminology 60(1): 21-37. 
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0306624X14548858  
Commonwealth of Australia (2017) Hidden in plain sight: Building an understanding of how the Australian public 
service can unlock community expertise to improve policy, programmes and service delivery. Discover Phase 
Report, Commitment 5.2 of Australia’s First Open Government National Action Plan. Canberra: Australian 
Government Department of Industry, Innovation and Science. 
https://www.industry.gov.au/sites/default/files/open_government_partnership-committment_5.2-discover-
report.pdf  
Community Justice Coalition (2020) Home. https://www.communityjusticecoalition.org/h  
Caroline Doyle, Karen Gardner, Karen Wells: The Importance of Incorporating Lived Experience … 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           95 
                                               IJCJSD 10(2) 2021 
   
Community Restorative Centre (n.d.) Jailbreak Radio. https://www.crcnsw.org.au/services/jailbreak-radio/  
Cooper R and Bretherton R (2019) Women of worth: Overcoming the challenges of reintegration from the 
perspective of a former prisoner. 15th Reintegration Puzzle Conference, 26–28 June 2019, Darwin Convention 
Centre – Darwin, Northern Territory. The Reintegration Puzzle. 
http://rpc2019.conferenceworks.com.au/presentations/women-of-worth-overcoming-the-challenges-of-
reintegration-from-the-perspective-of-a-former-prisoner/ 
Council of Australian Governments (2011) National Disability Strategy 2010–2020. Canberra: Australian Disability 
Enterprise. https://www.dss.gov.au/our-responsibilities/disability-and-carers/publications-articles/policy-
research/national-disability-strategy-2010-2020. 
Deadly Connections (2020) Welcome to Deadly Connections. https://www.deadlyconnections.org.au/about.html 
De’Ath S, Flynn CA and Field‐Pimm M (2018) Building knowledge of consumer participation in criminal justice in 
Australia: A case study. International Journal for Crime, Justice and Social Democracy 7(1): 76‐90. 
https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.v7i1.396  
DEDICA-20 (2020) COVID-19 and the inconvenient truth about prisons. Arena, 21 April. 
https://arena.org.au/covid-19-and-the-inconvenient-truth-about-prisons/ 
Denning R (1982) The Ray Denning Diary. Haymarket: Ray Denning Publications.  
Doyle C (2019) Ask an expert: Dr Caroline Doyle on researching vulnerable populations. Public Service Research 
Group. https://www.unsw.adfa.edu.au/public-service-research-group/public-service-research-
group/news/ask-expert-dr-caroline-doyle-researching-vulnerable-populations  
Doyle C, Pfontenhauer D, Bartels L, Hopkins A (2020) The experiences of people leaving prison in the Australian 
Capital Territory. https://www.unsw.adfa.edu.au/public-service-research-
group/sites/cpsr/files/pdf/Doyle%20et%20al%20Final%20Report%20%281%29.pdf  
Earle R (2017) Convict Criminology: Inside and Out. Bristol: Policy Press. 
Fenech S (2020) Breaking Good. Sydney: Allen & Unwin. 
Findlay M (1982) The State of the Prison: A Critique of Reform. Bathurst, NSW: Mitchellsearch.  
Frontier Economics (2010) St Giles Trust’s Through the Gates: An Analysis of Economic Impact. London: Pro Bono 
Economics. https://www.probonoeconomics.com/st-giles-trust-looking-at-their-through-the-gates-programme  
Gardner K, Parkinson A, Banfield M, Sargent G, Desborough J, Kalia Hehir K (2016) Useability of patient experience 
surveys in Australian primary healthcare: A scoping review. Australian Journal of Primary Health, 22,93–99 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/PY141792015  
Gardner K, Olney S, Dickinson H (2018) Getting smarter with data: Understanding tensions in the use of data in 
assurance and improvement oriented performance management systems to improve their implementation.  
Health Research Policy and Systems 16(125). https://doi.org/10.1186/s12961-018-0401-2  
Garthwaite K (2014) Fear of the brown envelope: Exploring welfare reform with long‐term sickness benefits 
recipients. Social Policy & Administration 48(7): 782-798. https://doi.org/10.1111/spol.12049 
Garthwaite K (2015) Becoming incapacitated? Long-term sickness benefit recipients and the construction of stigma 
and identity narratives. Sociology of Health & Illness 37(1): 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.12168  
Glebe House (n.d.) History. https://www.glebehouse.com.au/about/history/  
Graffam J, Hayley A, Read T and McDonnell M (2019) Repurposing Prison and Resourcing Communities for a Safer 
Australia. Melbourne: After Prison Network, Deakin University. 
Greenhalgh T, Jackson C, Shaw S and Janamian T (2016) Achieving research impact through co-creation in 
community-based health services: Literature review and case study. The Milbank Quarterly 94(2): 392-429. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-0009.12197 
Griffiths A, Zmudzki F and Bates S (2017) Evaluation of ACT extended throughcare pilot program: Final Report. 
Sydney: Social Policy Research Centre, UNSW. 
Heidemann G, Cederbaum JA, Martinez S, LeBel TP (2016) Wounded healers: How formerly incarcerated women 
help themselves by helping others. Punishment & Society. 18(1): 3-26.  
https://doi.org/10.1177/1462474515623101 
Holmes B (2011) Citizens’ engagement in policymaking and the design of public services. Research Paper No. 1, 
2011–12. Canberra: Parliament of Australia Department of Parliamentary Services. 
https://www.aph.gov.au/about_parliament/parliamentary_departments/parliamentary_library/pubs/rp/rp11
12/12rp01  
Howlett M and Migone A (2013) Policy advice through the market: The role of external consultants in 
contemporary policy advisory systems. Policy and Society 32(3): 241-254. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polsoc.2013.07.005 
Human Rights Watch (2020) COVID-19 prisoner releases too few, too slow. Human Rights Watch, 27 May. 
https://www.hrw.org/news/2020/05/27/covid-19-prisoner-releases-too-few-too-slow 
Johns DF (2017) Being and Becoming an Ex-Prisoner. London: Routledge. 
Caroline Doyle, Karen Gardner, Karen Wells: The Importance of Incorporating Lived Experience … 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           96 
                                               IJCJSD 10(2) 2021 
   
Justice Action (n.d.) Chronology of the prisoner movement in Australia. Justice Action. 
https://justiceaction.org.au/newsite/chronology-of-the-prisoner-movement-in-australia/  
Justice Action (2018) Call to reclaim Women’s Justice Network for women prisoners. Justice Action. 
http://www.justiceaction.org.au/images/KatArmstrongPhotos/WJNBreakfast180918.pdf 
Justice Action (2020) WJN Takeover Report 7th Day Trial. Justice Action, 21 February. 
http://www.justiceaction.org.au/history-of-prisoner-movement/1023-report-hearing-seventh-day-february-
21st 
Lancaster K, Ritter A and Stafford J (2013) Public opinion and drug policy in Australia: Engaging the ‘affected 
community’. Drug and Alcohol Review 32(1): 60-66. https://10.1111/j.1465-3362.2012.00497.x 




LeBel TP, Richie M and Maruna S (2015) Helping others as a response to reconcile a criminal past: The role of the 
wounded healer in prisoner reentry programs. Criminal Justice and Behavior 42(1): 108-120. 
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0093854814550029  
Lenihan D and Briggs L (2011) Co-design: Toward a new service vision for Australia? Public Administration Today, 
25 March. http://canada2020.ca/wp-content/uploads/2015/05/co-design-new-service-vision.pdf 
Lloyd D (2019) How a middle class white boy goes to jail: Why and how I end up back there. 15th Reintegration 
Puzzle Conference, 26–28 June 2019, Darwin Convention Centre – Darwin, Northern Territory. The 
Reintegration Puzzle. http://rpc2019.conferenceworks.com.au/presentations/how-a-middle-class-white-boy-
goes-to-jail-why-and-how-i-end-up-back-there/ 
Loeffler E and Bovaird T (2020) Assessing the impact of co-production on pathways to outcomes in public services: 
The case of policing and criminal justice. International Public Management Journal 23(2): 205-223. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/10967494.2019.1668895  
Macintyre M (2014) Problems with ethics committees. The Australian Journal of Anthropology 25(3): 381-383. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/taja.12109_4  
Manzini E (2015) Design, When Everybody Designs: An Introduction to Design for Social Innovation (Trans. Coad R). 
Cambridge: MIT Press. 
Matthews B (2006) Intractable: Hell Has a Name, Katingal: Life Inside Australia’s First Super-Max Prison. Sydney: Pan 
Macmillan. 
McIntosh I and Wright S (2019) Exploring what the notion of ‘lived experience’ offers for social policy analysis. 
Journal of Social Policy 48(3): 449-467. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0047279418000570  
Mendel P, Davis L, Turner S, Armenta G, Farmer C, Robert GB and Branch C (2019) Co-design of services for health 
and reentry (co-share): An experience-based co-design (ebcd) pilot study with individuals returning to community 




Millane B (1976) From the inside: Letter. Alternative Criminology Journal. 28(4): 28- 30.  
http://www.austlii.edu.au/cgi-bin/viewdoc/au/journals/AltCrimJl/1976/21.html 
Miller HE, Thomas SL and Robinson P (2018) From problem people to addictive products: A qualitative study on 
rethinking gambling policy from the perspective of lived experience. Harm Reduction Journal 15(1): 16. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12954-018-0220-3 
Minogue CW (1999) Frustrated access to educational programmes. Abolition 1(August 2001): 12-24.  
Minogue CW (2000) Prisoner’s rights: Human rights and excursions from the flat lands. Alternative Law Journal 
25(3): 145-146. http://www5.austlii.edu.au/au/journals/AltLawJl/2000/53.html  
Minogue CW (2005) The use of a military level of force on civilian prisoners: Strip searching, urine testing, cell 
extractions and DNA sampling in Victoria. Alternative Law Journal 30(4): 170-173. 
http://138.25.65.17/au/journals/AltLawJl/2005/53.pdf  
Moldovan A and Trompf T (2020) How a prison podcast helped rocket rewrite her story and change her life. ABC 
News, 14 April. https://www.abc.net.au/news/2020-04-14/rocket-power-storytelling-birds-eye-view-podcast-
darwin-prison/12060358  
Nagle JF (1978) 1976–77–78 Parliament of New South Wales Report of the Royal Commission into New South Wales 
Prisons: Volumes I, II, and III. NSW: D. West, Government Printer. 
https://www.breakout.net.au/books/Nagle_Report.pdf  
Neale B (2016) Introduction: Young fatherhood: Lived experiences and policy challenges. Social Policy & Society 
15(1): 75-83. https://dx.doi.org/10.1017%2FS1474746415000536  
Neale B (2018) What is Qualitative Longitudinal Research? London: Bloomsbury Academic. 
Caroline Doyle, Karen Gardner, Karen Wells: The Importance of Incorporating Lived Experience … 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           97 
                                               IJCJSD 10(2) 2021 
   
Neale B, Lau CL, Davies L and Ladlow L (2015) Researching the lives of young fathers: The Following Young Fathers 
study and dataset. Following Young Fathers Briefing Paper No. 8. Leeds: School of Sociology & Social Policy, 
University of Leeds.  
Newbold G (2017) Convict criminology. In Deckert A and Sarres R (eds) The Palgrave Handbook of Australian and 
New Zealand Criminology, Crime and Justice: 603-617. Cham, Switzerland: Palgrave Macmillan.  
Newbold G, Ross J and Richards C (2010) Convict criminology. In Cullen FT and Wilcox P (eds) Encyclopedia of 
Criminological Theory: 208-213. Thousand Oaks, Calif: SAGE Publications. 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (2001) Engaging citizens in policy-making: information, 
consultation and public participation. PUMA Policy Brief No. 10. Paris: OECD.  
Patrick R (2014) Working on welfare: Findings from a qualitative longitudinal study into the lived experiences of 
welfare reform in the UK. Journal of Social Policy 43(4): 705-725. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0047279414000294 
Prisoner Radio Network (2020) Current Shows. https://prisonerradio.org/ 
Queensland Productivity Commission (2019) Inquiry into imprisonment and recidivism: Draft Report 2019. 
Queensland: Queensland Productivity Commission 
https://qpc.blob.core.windows.net/wordpress/2019/02/Imprisonment-and-recidivism-Draft-Report.pdf 
Richards K, Ronken C, Death J and Mccartan K (2020) Inside an innovative program helping sex offenders 
reintegrate into society—and why it works. The Conversation, 11 May. https://theconversation.com/inside-an-
innovative-program-helping-sex-offenders-reintegrate-into-society-and-why-it-works-136513  
Roberts LD, Spiranovic CA and Indermaur DW (2011) A country not divided: A comparison of public punitiveness 
and confidence in sentencing across Australia. Australian & New Zealand Journal of Criminology 44(3): 370-386. 
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0004865811419059  
Robertson J (2017) Time Served: How Debbie Kilroy Went from Jail to Advising the Government on Sentencing. The 
Guardian, 3 January. https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2017/jan/04/time-served-how-debbie-
kilroy-went-from-jail-to-advising-the-government-on-sentencing 
Roggema R (2014) The design charrette. In Roggema R (ed.) The Design Charrette: Ways to Envision Sustainable 
Futures: 15-34. Dordrecht, Netherlands: Springer.  
Ross JI and Richards SC (2009) Beyond Bars: Rejoining Society After Prison. New York: Alpha. 
Sarre R (2011) We get the crime we deserve: Exploring the disconnect in ‘law and order’ politics. James Cook 
University Law Review. 18: 144-161. http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/journals/JCULawRw/2011/7.html  
Schetzer L and StreetCare (2013) Beyond the prison gates – The experiences of people recently released from prison 
into homelessness and housing crisis. Sydney: Public Interest Advocacy Centre Ltd. 
Segrave M and Carlton B (2010) Women, trauma, criminalisation and imprisonment… Current Issues in Criminal 
Justice 22(2): 287-305. https://10.1080/10345329.2010.12035887. 
Seppings C (2015) To study the rehabilitative role of ex-prisoners/offenders as peer mentors in reintegration models – 
In the UK, Republic of Ireland, Sweden and USA. Acton: The Winston Churchill Memorial Trust. 
https://www.churchilltrust.com.au/project/to-study-the-rehabilitative-role-of-ex-prisonersoffenders-as-peer-
mentors-in-reintegration-models---uk-ireland-sweden-usa/  
Shildrick TA, MacDonald R, Furlong A, Rodan J and Crow R (2012) Are ‘Cultures of Worklessness’ Passed Down the 
Generations? York: Joseph Rowntree Foundation. 
Sibthorpe B, Gardner K, McAullay D (2016) Furthering the quality agenda in Aboriginal community controlled 
health services: Understanding the relationship between accreditation and continuous quality improvement 
Australian Journal of Primary Health 22(4) 270-275 http://dx.doi.org/10.1071/PY15139 
Silvester J (2019a) Prison reform: Reflections of an inmate who turned her life around. The Age, 19 October. 
https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/prison-reform-reflections-of-an-inmate-who-turned-her-life-
around-20191016-p5314g.html 
Silvester J (2019b) Talking crooks straight. The Age, 13 December. 
https://www.theage.com.au/national/victoria/talking-crooks-straight-20191212-p53jby.html  
Singh A (2016) What leads women to crime? LinkedIn, 7 April. https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/what-leads-
women-crime-dr-anu-singh/ 
Sisters Inside (2020) About Debbie Kilroy. https://www.sistersinside.com.au/about-debbie-kilroy-oam/  
Social Traders (n.d.) Business and Government. https://www.socialtraders.com.au/business-government/ 
Taylor K and Griffiths E (2019) Lady Justice. Australian Story, 3 June. https://www.abc.net.au/austory/lady-
justice/11169336 
The Australian Centre for Social Innovation (n.d.) Co-designing initiatives to reduce over-representation in the 
criminal justice system. https://www.tacsi.org.au/work/co-designing-initiatives-to-reduce-over-representation-
in-the-criminal-justice-system/ 
Caroline Doyle, Karen Gardner, Karen Wells: The Importance of Incorporating Lived Experience … 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                                           98 
                                               IJCJSD 10(2) 2021 
   
Thorpe N (2020) ‘Prison is no place for a child’: Australia to discuss raising the age of criminal responsibility. SBS 
News, 26 July. https://www.sbs.com.au/news/prison-is-no-place-for-a-child-australia-to-discuss-raising-the-
age-of-criminal-responsibility 
Torres LH (2007) Citizen sourcing in the public interest. Knowledge Management for Development Journal 3(1): 
134-145. 
Tregea WS (2014) Prisoners on Criminology: Convict Life Stories and Crime Prevention. UK: Lexington Books.  
Tubex H (2020) Prisoner numbers in Australia have decreased, but we’re not really sure why yet. The Conversation, 
21 January. https://theconversation.com/prisoner-numbers-in-australia-have-decreased-but-were-not-really-
sure-why-yet-129696  
Tubex H, Brown D, Freiberg A, Gelb K and Sarre R (2015) Penal diversity within Australia. Punishment & Society 
17(3): 345-373. https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1462474515590891 
Tucker K and Henderson C (2018) The Prisoner. NSW: Penguin Random House Australia.  
University of New South Wales (n.d.) Forms and Templates. https://research.unsw.edu.au/forms-and-templates  
Victorian Government Department of Justice and Community Safety (2020) Monthly prisoners and offender statistics 
2020–21. Victoria: Corrections Victoria. https://www.corrections.vic.gov.au/monthly-prisoner-and-offender-
statistics-2020-21 
Vinson T (1982) Wilful Obstruction: The Frustration of Prison Reform. North Ryde, NSW: Methuen Australia.  
Weaver B (2011) Co-producing community justice: The transformative potential of personalisation for penal 
sanctions The British Journal of Social Work 41(6): 1038-1057. https://doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcr011 
Weaver B and Lightowler C (2012) Shaping the criminal justice system: The role of those supported by criminal 
justice service: Insight 13. IRISS, 15 February. https://www.iriss.org.uk/resources/insights/shaping-criminal-
justice-system-role-those-supported-criminal-justice-services  
Weaver B and Weaver A (2016) An unfinished alternative: Towards a relational paradigm. In Trotter C, McIvor G 
and McNeill F (eds) Beyond the Risk Paradigm in Criminal Justice: 221-238. London: Palgrave Macmillan.  
Webb R, Bai X, Smith MS, Costanza R, Griggs D, Moglia, M, Neuman M, Newman P, Newton P, Norman B, Ryan C, 
Schandl H, Steffen W, Tapper N and Thomson G (2018) Sustainable urban systems: Co-design and framing for 
transformation. Ambio 47(1): 57-77. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-017-0934-6. 
West, S., van Kerkhoff, L., & Wagenaar, H. (2019). Beyond “linking knowledge and action”: Towards a practice-based 
approach to transdisciplinary sustainability interventions. Policy Studies, 40(5), 534-555. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01442872.2019.1618810  
Western Australian Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services (2014) Prisoners and staff perceptions of WA 
custodial facilities from 2010-2012. https://www.oics.wa.gov.au/reports/prisoner-staff-perseptions-wa-
custodial-facilities-2010-2012/?doing_wp_cron=1611113929.0394370555877685546875  
Willis M (2005) Shifting sands: Conducting field research with ex-prisoners. Australian Institute of Criminology and 
Australian Bureau of Statistics Conference, Safety, Crime and Justice: From Data to Policy, Canberra 6-7 June 2005. 
WBB Collective (1977) Women behind bars. Alternative Criminology Journal. 71(2): 71- 81. 
http://www.austlii.edu.au/cgi-bin/viewdoc/au/journals/AltCrimJl/1977/19.html  
Women’s Justice Network (n.d.) About WJN. https://womensjusticenetwork.net.au/?page_id=195 
Wong ST and Haggerty J (2013) Measuring patient experiences in health care: A review and classification of items and 
scales used in publicly-available questionnaires. Vancouver: Centre for Health Services and Policy Research, 
University of British Columbia. https://dx.doi.org/10.14288/1.0048528  
Wright S (2016) Conceptualising the active welfare subject: Welfare reform in discourse, policy and lived 
experience. Policy & Politics 44(2): 235-252. https://doi.org/10.1332/030557314X13904856745154  
Wynn LL and Israel M (2018) The fetishes of consent: Signatures, paper, and writing in research ethics review. 
American Anthropologist 120(4): 795-806. https://doi.org/10.1111/aman.13148. 
York B (1975) Victorian Prisoners Action Group. Alternative Criminology Journal 10(15): 10- 12. 
http://www.austlii.edu.au/cgi-bin/viewdoc/au/journals/AltCrimJl/1975/15.html  
Zaglas W (2020) Finding hope behind bars: Podcast. Education Review, 14 May. 
https://www.educationreview.com.au/2020/05/__trashed-6/  
Zdenkowski G and Brown D (1982) The Prison Struggle: Changing Australia’s Penal System. Ringwood, Victoria: 
Penguin Books.  
